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Tad Saule’s "Murder by Proxy," Lenthouoo 8/75 r ® 7/17/75 

Superclaicalijqteritical of the CIA and exploiting its allseed role in foreign 
assassination^ this piece is actually a reformist pro-CIA piece that blames all the 
vices and abuses on political rather than inside- CIA figuics. , 

Leaders range from presidents to Kissinger, to whom it is unfriendly vsduch is 

not to say infair.) 

•The CIA line is apparently throughout to a careful reacting. Any o .her .-and 
gives the impression it ic a real expose. Actually, unloss the sllst&aticn of 
nuclear help to Israel is unpublished, there is nothing factually new here. 

It sal's (129) tint there is no CIA Portugal involvement. Aside from the impos- 
sibility of knowing the Bleeper agents there or tito leadership in the anti-govern- 
ment parties that were CIA, with or without present connection, the indstity bet- 
ween the anti— government and CIA interests is qui$o obvious, do docs not say it is 
not ’mown, he is specific in -jsing an unidentified sevurcd as saying there is no 
present CIA involvement, an improbability arid something a novody can really know. 
Either way. (dot naming sources when they arc known publicly is another character- 

iotic of this writing * ) (p.129) _ 

Per'iaps the single most important line in this entire piece that i3 so cnrcully 
promoed to.oake it appear to bo a real expose is the repeated and false lino that 
there can. be no political assassination with an American CIA. ayent wnvolvod without 
presidential knowledge and approval* (pp* 124,6,30) 

With a throe^uonth pabjication las ono can anticipate problems t^at can 
caused by developments* ^t is noli clear that there were CM plots vs* Castro » 
uan^ 7 of thorn; and in no case is there oven orodibla evidence tliat any President 
approved any plot ot that tlie 40 Committee oven passed on one* 

TVoro vJrro plots - confirmed* Then how can any responsible writer who servos 
no hidden jpaster claim that presidential approval was re— requisite? 
a la tho day’s context this is nnothor anti-Kon; edy “liberal" ax-job/ CIA 
defense* 

It i 3 ujade up of the nciv-aecret, generally the well -publicized of the pant, 
but is palmed off as new and sensational, an expose, which it in no cense is* 

TIjo blurbcLii^ says this is the fourth of a scries* 

Without regard to the -earlier three, this corves CIA’s gut interests* 

Sven in laying it on Kissinger* 

gns continues to wonder why when all his earlier books have the samo pro- 
CIA Hues* 
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